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GREATEST ORNAMENT OF CRITICISM, ——— 
Earl of Mansfield. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


HE Author of the follow- 


ing Leaves, delivers them 
to the Public, with that Caution 
which the Importance of the Mat- 
ter requires —He has been in- 
duced to take up the Pen, from 
the Abhorrence in which he holds 
the Syſtem endeavoured to be 
eſtabliſhed in that Work, which 


18 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


is now the Subject of his Com- 
ment; and from a Conviction 
that it will not ſtand the Teſt of 
God's Word, when taken in the 


| . Aggregate. —How far he has ſuc- 


1 ceeded in his Ideas upon the 


a —— ; 


Occaſion, muſt be left to the by 


9 


Judgment of the Reader, 


The Writer is aware of the 
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ſacred Ground on which he is 


treading, while as a human Crea- 
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ture, he preſumes to offer any 
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Illuſtration 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


Illuſtration of the Word of God, 
If in this Part of TY Undertaking 
he ſhould be found to have erred, 
he is not only willing but defirous 
to be corrected :—only reſerving 
to himſelf the Conſciouſneſs of 
not having intended to put any 
Conſtructions on the Word of 
Truth, inconſiſtent with the Glory 
and perſections of it's Author. 
For the feeble Manner in which 
is has ſupported his own Con- 


victions : 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


victions ; and for the Inaccuracies 
of Stile and Compoſition, the 
Writer craves the Indulgence of 
thoſe, into whoſe Hands this Trifle 


may fall, 


Ockober 5, 1780, 
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LET FE kk. an 


RE v. SR, 


HE work which you have lately | 
delivered to the public, is calcu- 

lated to call forth the attention of every 
ſerious- minded man; as it is fraught 
with principles, which, if ſuffered to 
take place, muſt produce ſome very im- 
portant revolutions in the manners of 


the world, I have peruſed the perform- 


. ance 


= _—_— 7 £4 A 
r „ Sd" 1 % 2 oy —_— N * 
ASE. FR LE ea, — — * 


13 

ance with that caution and diligence 
which it required. I entered upon it 
without having my judgment perverted 
with thoſe prejudices which too fre- 
quently actuate the multitude. 

I am now about to offer an obſerva- 
tion or two upon what I conceive to be 
the moſt material part of your work ;—I 
mean the Chapter of Polygamy. I am 
not unconſcious of my own incompe- 
tency to enter the liſts with you, on the 
matter of critical diſquifition. If our 
preſent ſubject required the aid of ſcho- 
laſtic erudition, I ſhould tremble at the 
H idea of hazarding an opinion contradic- 
tory to your own, 


Believe 


— ꝛà — 


1 

Believe me, Sir, this is not the lan- 
guage of compliment, for no one holds 
in more ſincere admiration the depth of 
your argument, the cloſeneſs of your 
reaſoning, or the profundity of your ta- 
lents; but you are hardly to be reminded 
that you have endeavoured to eſtabliſh 
your ſyſtem on the written word of God, 
abſtractedly from all other authorities; 
conſequently any perſon who can read 
the Bible with that ſpirit which renders 
it profitable for inſtruction, is equal to the 
defence of any truth, or the oppoſing 
any error, with the moſt learned Draw- 
canſir who ever wielded a pen in the 


field of argument. | 


B 2 The 


RS 
The chief object of your labours ſeems 


to be the juſtification of PoLYGAMY 3 
a mode of conduct, it muſt be confeſſ- 
ed, not unfrequently adopted by the 
world in practice, though rarely hitherto 
vindicated on principle. This taſk was 
reſerved for a Gentleman of your order 
and character. You have, in truth, 
produced authorities innumerable from 
the Scriptures 3 but you will pardon me 
when I intimate my ſuſpicions from 
what I have read, that you have made 
thoſe authorities correſpond with your 
ſyſtem, inſtead of rendering the ſyſtem 
ſubſervient to the word of truth; or, to 
ſpeak in plainer terms, it appears to me 


that 


* 


13 


that you have made the Bible rather the 


prop, than the foundation, of your hy- 
potheſis. 

Inſtances have been produced by you, 
almoſt without number, wherein many 
characters under the Moſaic diſpenſation 
lived in a ſtate of polygamy, without 
it's having appeared that they thereby 
incurred the diſpleaſure of their God. 
This cannot be attempted to be denied: 
but it becomes a queſtion of very great 
importance, and well worthy of mature 
conſideration, whether theſe facts were 
not permitted, as the eſpecial means, 


to anſwer ſome very particular purpoſes 


in the theocracy over the Jews. 


It 


1 


It has been, I believe, conjectured, that 


this, among other circumſtances, was 


intended to ſecure the promiſed Meſſiah 


from the imputation of deſcending other- 


wiſe, than from the ſeed of Abraham, 


5 and that ſo ſoon as this end was accom- 


pliſhed, the plurality of wives was no 


longer to be warranted. f 


To account for the manner in which 


this conjecture might be ſuppoſed to 


operate, is more than I undertake. Nor 


indeed can it be for man to enter into 
the ſecret counſels of God. However, all 


this conjectural reaſoning is of no avail, 


as it leads to no certain concluſions. 


Admitting 


1 

Admitting the force to be detived 
from the inſtances recorded in the Old 
Teſtament, it remains to be proved, that 
this mode of conduct ſtands juſtified un- 
der the goſpel diſpenſation. 

You have with great propriety repeat- 
ed to us the argument, that as God is 
the author of the moral, as well as of 
the religious world, whatever was by 
him, at the firſt foundation of the crea- 
tion, conſtituted moral, muſt, according 
to the eternity of his. law, continue ſo 
to the end. In ſupport of this, you 
properly introduce the well known aſ- 
ſertion of our Lord, who tells us, Matt. 
v. 17, 18, © Think not I am. come to 


« deſtroy 


C4] 
& deſtroy the Law, or the Prophets; I 


% am not come to deſtroy, but to fulfil, 

« For verily I fay unto you, till 
„ Heaven and Earth paſs, one jot, or 
* one tittle, ſhall in no wiſe paſs, (Till 
4 all ſhall be fulfilled *.) 

We admit this as an irrefragable poſi- 
tion; but in admitting it, we muſt be 
cautious in aſcertaining what really con- 
ſtitutes this law; otherwiſe, in the 


language of Lord Shafteſbury T, We 


* It is rather remarkable, Mr. M. when he 
quotes this authority of our Lord, leaves out this 
very material part of it But more of this pre- 
ſently. 8 


+ I deſire to be properly underſtood. I do not 
introduce his lordſhip as any authority, I only 
adopt his phraſe, 


may 


te may chance to do God little honour, 
« when we intended him the moſt.“ 
Here the queſtion is, whether the term 
te Law,” in this place, comprehends 
within its meaning, the whole of the 
Moſaic Code, whether ceremonial, poli- 
tical, or moral. 

If I underſtand your opinion, you in- 
fer from it, that whatever ſtands re- 
corded as the Law, of whatever nature 
it may be, under the Moſaic Diſpenſati- 
on, is equally obligatory under that of 
Chriſt, 'I believe many will differ from 
you ; becauſe it can hardly admit of a 
doubt, that there were ſome laws cal- 
culated for the peculiar direction of the 

8 Jewiſh 


e 


Jewiſh nation, in their political capacity, 


which were not intended as permanent 
rules of government to the ſucceeding 


world; conſequently, though theſe 


Were laws declared by God himſelf, 


through the inſtrumentality of his ſer- 


vant Moſes, they did not conſtitute part 


of his eternal Law, but were only in- 


tended as a portion of their ordinary ju- 
riſprudence, accommodated to the na- 
ture, and to the temporary exigence of 
the people. 


Few perſons, I apprehend, are ſo un- 


_ acquainted with their Bible, as to re- 


quire many proofs to be brought for- 
ward to illuſtrate the propriety of this 


opinion: — 


6 27 1 
opinion: — but by way of ſupporting 
the argument, we will refer the Reader 
to one or two caſes, which will ſtrike 
| n on the ſubject. 

In the firſt place, the original com- 
mand, ** Increaſe and multiply,“ muſt, 
in the earlieſt inſtances, have. been ful- 
filled through the medium of inceſtuous 


commerce: — but when the world had 


become ſufficiently peopled; this no 


longer was permitted :; — and thence it 
became fin. This is a proof that means 
were occaſionally made uſe of to tor- 
ward the divine purpoſes, which, when 


compleated, ceaſed to be lawful : — 


hence it appears, that the law of which 


C 2 we 


1 


we are ſpeaking, was ſubject to that va- 


riation, which the urgency of events 
at that time rendered neceſſary. 

Exodus xxi. 28, 29. furniſhes us with 
another inſtance, proving the propriety 
of our ſentiments on this head. The 
Word of God there ſays, 

If an ox gore a man or a woman 
* that they die, then the ox ſhall be 
« ſurely ſtoned, and his fleſh ſhall not 
& be eaten, but the owner of the ox, 
„ ſhall be quit. 

“But if the ox were wont to puſh 
ce with his horn in time paſt, and it 
« hath been teſtified to his owner, and 
che hath not kept him in, but that he 
* hath 


0 


1 


F< hath killed 2 man or a woman, the 


e ox ſhall be ſtoned, and his owner alfa 
Hall be put to death.” 

Is it to be believed, that, under the 
government of the New Teſtament, this 
ſtatute continues to operate as an unre- 
pealed command? Surely not. Tt 


could only be intended as a part of the 


civil policy of the Jews, and by no 


means as a portion of the unchangeable 


law of God. 


Again, we find in Leviticus xxiv. 20. 


it is declared that there ſhall be * breach 
„for breach, eye for eye, tooth for 
&« tooth; as he hath cauſed a blemiſh 
te jn a man, ſo ſhall it be done to him 


« again 


wn SOT a1 © 


1 14 ] 


1 again.“ This law was abrogated by 


Chriſt himſelf, when upon earth. 

Theſe extracts from the only infalli- 
ble guide, the Word of Truth, will, 1 
apprehend, by every candid enquirer, 
be admitted as authorities ſufficiently 
proving, that every law which was 
given by Moſes to the Jews, cannot be 
conſidered, in each inſtance, as the un- 
changing ſtandard of God's will. 

It muſt be allowed, that throughout 
your Publication, you have proved 
yourſelf an indefatigable advocate for 
the univerſality and immutability of 
every command which ſtands recorded 


on the faithful page of ſacred hiſtory. 
In 


11 

In the ſupport of this train of ideas, 
you have adopted the only method of 
ſtamping conviction on the minds of 
your Readers, comparing Scripture with 
Scripture. In doing this, however, the 
exceſs of your zeal has ſometimes hur- 
ried you into concluſions by no means 
correſpondent with the letter of the 
text. 

It is here that T cannot forbear mak- 
ing what, by ſome, may be deemed a 
preſumptuous ' obſervation, That in ſe- 
veral comments, interpretations, and pa- 
raphraſes, which you have made on the 
ſacred authorities introduced, you have 


put ſuch conſtructions on them, as evi- 


dently | 


4 16 J 


dently to deſtroy or pervert their literal 


meaning. In confirmation of this aſſer- 
tion, I think I can appeal to two or three 
inſtances, wherein I am inclined to be- 
lieve I ſhall be joined by every impar- 
tial and unprejudided perſon; 

The firſt inſtance of this kind to be 
brought forward, ſhall be preciſely in 
your own words : Te have heard that 
eit hath been ſaid, An eye for an ge, 4 
„ tooth for à tooth; but I 2 unto you, 
that ye refift not evil, but whoſever 
Hall ſinite thee on the right cheek, turn 
r to him the other alſo, &c. This refers 
« to "ORF xxi. 24. Where the Law of 
2 retaliation was enacted, to be admi- 


4 niſtered 


CY 


b 
5 niſtered by the Judges of Iſrael in a 
judicial way, on the lawful conviction 
* of offenders: but the Jews, who 
„were taught to abuſe every thing, 
* made this a rule of proceeding in their 
* own private acts of revenge upon 
« one another. Such a temper and 
* diſpoſition as this was very ſinful to 
„ indulge, much more to gratify ; our 
Lord therefore checks this, by teach- 
9 ing patience and forbearance, and 
% doing good to, rather than injuring 
« their enemies. BUT STILL HERE 18 
* NO NEW LAW.“ 
Now, Sir, without bewildering our- 
ſelves in the ſubtleties of ſophiſtry, let 
D me 


I 


me aſk you what can be plainer than 


this being a new law ? Our Saviour tells 
us, Fe have heard, that it hath been 
te ſaid, an eye for an eye, &c. But 
] ſay unto you, that ye reſiſt not evil,“ 
&c. Inaſmuch as if he had ſaid, 


you know that it has hitherto been a 


part of the law, that retaliation ſhould 
in every inſtance take place: but the 
ſpirit of my government, is of a more 
benign, and humble nature ; I will not 
that you doſo now; for inſtead of urging 
your reſentments for the injuries you 
may receive in the world, it is the ex- 
preſs command of me, JEnovan, who 
am greater than Moſes, to you my Dit- 


ciples, 
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[ 19 1 
eiples, that you reſiſt not, and that ye 
endue yourſelves with that paſlive cou- 
rage, which can alone render you meet 
for the kingdom of Heaven. 

1 will not heſitate to aſſert, that {9 
plainly as language can be underſtood, 
it is ſtrongly implied that our Lord's 
doctrine was (in this inſtance) of a ſpirit 
totally repugnant to, and ſubverſive 
of that of Moſes, and conſequently, it 
was to every intent and purpoſe a new 
law. 

Happily for the ſentiment which we 
here embrace, this isnot the only authori- 
ty in illuſtration of it's propriety. It ſtands 


D 2 con- 


1 20 ] 

eonnected with other paſſages, equally 
as ſtrong, if not more in point. That 
ſacred character, who ſpeaking of him- 
ſelf, tells us, that he is The way, the 
&« truth, and the life,” has in Matt. v. 
43, 44+ this remarkable injunction: 
« Ye have heard that it hath been faid, 
_ thou ſhalt love thy neighbour, and 
« hate thine enemy: But I ſay unto 
you, love your enemies, bleſs them 
by; that curſe you, do good to them chat 
& hate you, and pray for them which 
« deſpitefully uſe you, and perſecute 
cc you.” The fame divine perſon, 
* who ſpake as never man ſpake,” utters 
theſe expreſſive words, John xiii, 34. 
«A 


( 21 ] 
% A new commandment I give unto you, 
that ye love one another; as I have 
loved you, that ye alſo love one ano- 
ec ther.“ 

If words can convey any preciſe idea, 
it evidently appears from theſe paſſages 
in the New Teſtament, that ſome of the 
leading principles of the Moſaic law 
were abrogated by Chriſt himſelf ; and 


that in their ſtead a new ſyſtem was ſet 


up, of an infinitely more refined and 


ſpiritual nature. 

In order to juſtify myſelf in having 
brought againſt you ſo heavy a charge, 
as that of deſtroying the ſenſe of your 
| ſcriptural quotations, I ſhall proceed to 


bring 


[ 22 ] 
bring forward another inſtance. A faiths 
ful extract from your Work ſhall be my 
beſt teſtimony. 

« To contend for Chriſt's enacting 
any new law, contrary to the law of 
« nature, and of the Old Teſtament, is 
cc to call in queſtion his veracity, and to 
« place him in a rank of impoſture, even 
« below Mabomet himſelf. Mahomet 
&« profeſſed to deſtroy the law and the 
« prophets, as they had deſtroyed all 
& preceding ſyſtems: whereas Chriſt moſt 
&« ſolemnly declared, that heaven and 
& earth could ſooner paſs, than one or or 
&« zittle paſs from the law: Think not, 
« ſaid he, that I came to deſtroy the 


ce lavy 


1 


« Jaw or the Prophets, I am not come 


« to deſtroy, but to fulfil,” So far from 
% abrogating the lau, or rule of life, 
$ which had been delivered by the hand 
* of Moſes, or ſetting up a new law in 
„ oppoſition to it; he came into the 
* world to be ſubject to it in all things, 
* and ſo to fulfil the whole righteouſneſs 
6 of it, Matt. iii. 1 5.“ | 

Before I make any animadverſions 
upon this paſſage, I am deſirous to 
be informed of the reaſon, which 
induced you to omit the very ma- 
terial clauſe, annexed to that autho- 


rity of our Lord, which you here intro- 


5 ſooner 


duce, that Heaven and earth could 


— —— a, — ro F 


1 
e ſooner paſs, than one jot or tittle paſs 


bl 


“ from the law.” You ſhould at any 
rate have given us the whole of the ſen- 
tence, if you meant to be candid in your 
inference, but “ you alter the text, and 
make a refutable doctrine of your 
c own.” Our Saviour adds that, which 
makes the moſt material part of the 
argument, ill all fhall be fulfilled. 
Thereby qualifying the general aſſertion, 
and doubtleſs intending to convey the 
idea, that a period was approaching, 
when this law was to be done away: 

the epocha of this great event was to 

take place at that moment when a/l 


Should be Fuſfilled. What was implied 
by 


25 J 
by this fulfilment; and its conſequences 
ſhall be taken notice of hereafter. 

If I were to tell my ſervant, that itwas 
not my intention to pay him his hire, — 
till he ſhould have finiſhed his work, he 
would reſt ſatisfied ; take away, howe- 
ver, the latter clauſe, he would then, 
indeed, have reaſon to fear that I never 
meant to do him juſtice, However fa- 
miliar this mode of reaſoning may ap- 
pear to a perſon of your ſuperior facul- 
ties, I have no doubt of your entering 
into its principle. I am really appre- 
henſive, from the manner in which you 
have maimed the text to which we 
bear reference, you were conſcious, 


that, if taken in its entire, literal con- 


E | ſtruction, 


— 


1 1 
ſtruction, it would prove too much for 
your purpoſe, and of courſe (in your 
* own words on another occaſion) prove 
44 nothing.“ 

Such a breach of candour, in one 
calling himſelf a Miniſter of Chriſt, who 
pretends to reſt his doctrines upon the 
Word of God, ſhould be ſufficient to 
arm his Readers with a caution how 
they entered upon his Work ; leſt, rely- 
ing upon what they would juſtly con- 
ceive to be the only genuine teſt of 
Truth, they ſhould find themſelves 
miſled, and that fatally, by the partial 
conceits of a-prejudiced advocate. 

Very diſtant from me be the idea of 
affixing to the ſacred character of the 


Ix- 


M — 


1 
INCARNATE Gop, the imputation of 
impoſture. I hope the preſumption of 
differing from you in opinion, will not 
amount to the conviction of ſuch atro- 
cious guilt; for I will confeſs to you, 


that, ſo far as my underſtanding is ca- 


pable of receiving inſtruction from the 
Word of Truth, my mind is impreſſed 
with a conviction that the eſtabliſhment 
of Moſes, as well legiſlative as ceremo- 
| nial, was abrogated by the great ſacrifice 
1 of Chriſt. I derive great confidence in 
maintaining this principle, from the au- 
thority of St. Paul, who proves, from 
the argument of philoſophical neceſſity, 
that it muſt have been ſo, from the very 
nature of things. 


E 2 His 


1 28 ] 


His words on this head are altogether 


concluſive: 


If therefore, ſays he, perfection 
% were by the Levitical prieſthood (for 
6 under it the people received the law) 
„ what further need vas there that 
& another prieſt ſhould riſe after the 
&* order of Melchiſedec, and not be 
called after the order of Aaron?“ 
For the prieſthood being changed, 
there is made of neceſſity a change of 


«© the law,” Heb. vii. 11, 12. Again 


farther on, St. Paul, continues to ob- 
ſerve, © for there is verily a diſannull- 
ing of the commandment going be- 
fore, for the weakneſs and unprofi- 


„ tableneſs thereof.” 
| & For 


1 


For the law made nothing perfect, 
„ but the bringing in of a better hope 
% did; by the which we draw nigh un- 
«© to God.“ Ver. 18, 19. 

I will not fo. far doubt the compre- 
henſion of the reader, as to ſuppoſe that 
theſe paſſages require any «comment 
or illuſtration F language cannot deliver 
itſelf in more intelligible terms. They 
prove the truth of our pemiſes, with an 
irreſiſtible demonſtration. 

I now undertake to fax, I have proved 
that the law of Moſes, was not only 
ſubje& to variation, but that it was in 
many inſtances, actually ſuperſeded and 
aboliſhed, by a prieſt greater than Moſes, 
even him who was * for ever after the 


& order 


1 30 
“order of Melchiſedec.“ I ſhall not be 
ſuſpected of arrogance, or of aſſuming 
any perſonal vanity, in having thus ex- 
preſſed myſelf, as I have not hazarded 
the opinion upon a mere ipſe dixit of any 
one. I have not maintained my princi- 
ples upon the authority of any human 
teſtimony : but I have built my houſe 
upon a rock, againſt which if the rains 
deſcend, and the floods come, and the 
winds blow, it ſhall not fall, for it is 
founded upon a rock :—this Rock is 
CarisT himſelf, 

From what I have advanced, I hope 
it will not be unjuſtly inferred, that T 


charge the word of God with an incon- 


gruity of command, No perſon 18 


more 


E 
more ſincerely convinced than I am, 
that the law was perfect to thoſe to 
whom it was given under every part 
of its reſpective diſpenſation; I only 
contend, that a diſcriminating line 1s to 
be drawn between the partial and tem- 
porary ſyſtem dehvered to the Jews, 
as a peculiar people, and the fixed, eter- 
nal, and ſpecific law of God. 

It cannot be matter of information to 
thoſe, who have read the Bible with any 
attention, when we remark that the 
hiſtory of the Old Teſtament is little 
elſe than a ſeries of events, ordinances, 
rites, ceremonies, and ſacrifices, which 
were ſo many prefigurations of thoſe 


intended to take place under the new co- 


venant : 


3 


venant: that the prophecies were a farther 


confirmation to thoſe hopes, which were 
derived from the promiſes held out in 
the Pentateuch; and that the New 
Teſtament, is the hiſtory of the com- 
pletion of thoſe engagements entered 
into by the Saviour of the world. 

The death of the croſs conſtituted 
that great complete ſacrifice, without 
which the wrath of God could not have 
been appeaſed, and of which every ante- 
cedent ceremony, had only been the 
forerunner and the harbinger. It was 
here, that the form was abſorbed in 
eflence :;—it was here, the type was ſwal- 
lowed up in the antitype :—1t was here, 
Chriſt became the corner ſtone of that 


edifice, 


er 


re 
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which having raiſed a foundation on 


the ruins of the law, towered above all 


the ordinances, and the righteouſneſs of 


the world :—it was here that compre- 
henſive expreſſion of St. John had its 
authority confirmed The law was 
„ given by Moſes; but GRACE and 
„ TxUTH came by Jzsus CHRIST :“ 
—it was here the © conſummatum eſt,” 


took place; it was here the fulfilment 


of the law was campleated ; and conſe- 


quently, it was here the moral law was 
ſuperſeded; and the ritual law was 
annihilated, | 
From tlie time when our Lord deſcend 
ed upon earth, to the period in which 
F 


thoſe | 


i” By 
thoſe © ſtripes were inflicted by which 
«© we are healed,” it was a part of his 
employment, to confirm the divinity 
of his miſſion, by ſome of thoſe mare 
vellous acts, which could alone have 
their origin from God.— In the midſt 
of theſe glorious manifeſtations of his 
power, by which the authenticity of his. 
ſacred character wa eſtabliſhed and 
confirmed, he took every opportunity 
to exhort his diſciples and followers to 
adopt thoſe rules of conduct, from time 
to time laid down by him, and recorded 
for our inſtruction in the New Teſta- 
ment; without which, it was morally 


impoſible they could he eqablcd to ap- 
ply 


( WY 

ply to themſelves, and to experience the 
all- ſufficiency of that atonement, he 
was about to make for the ſins of the 
world. Theſe rules when collected, con- 
ſtitute a ſyſtem of ethics, as much ſu- 
perior to, and more ſpiritual than any 
preceding ſyſtem (comprehending even 
the Moſaic) as the heavens are higher 
than the earth. 

Many of the advocates for the eter- 
nity of the Moſaic law, will moſt likely 
urge an argument from which they will 
probably expect to draw a powerful in- 


— 


ference, viz. that ſore parts of the 


— 


Jewiſh code were taken up, and incor- 
porated with that of our Lord; we ad- 
F 2 


mit 
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mit the propoſition : but what is to be 
drawn from it? ſimply this, that Chrift 
having generally aboliſhed the whole of 
the Moſaic law, thought proper to adopt 
ſome detached ſpiritual parts of that 
law, and to make them a part of that 
eſtabliſhment, which it was his inten- 
tion to have obſerved throughout all 
ages of the church : and this not becauſe 
they belonged to the law of Moſes, but 
that they correſponded with the nature 
of his own : by the ſame parity of rea- 
ſoning (in order to illuſtrate great things 
by ſmall) by which a conqueror hav- 
ing taken poſſeſſion of a kingdom ac- 
quired by the power of his arms, abo- 
liſhes 


— _ 
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liſhes the old ſyſtem of government; 
and while he is compiling a new code 
of laws, finds it expedient to incorpo- 
rate with it ſome abſtracted parts of the 
former ſtatutes, not becauſe they be- 
longed to the people before they were 
ſubdued, but becauſe they were con- 
genial with the ſpirit of thoſe laws, in- 
tended to be put in excoution, 

In all that I have written on this ſub» 
je&, it has been my endeavour to eſta- 
bliſh the truth of two or three propoſiti- 
ons: ! ſhall here ſet them forth: 

I. That the political law, as delivered 
to the Jews by Moſes: their legiſlator, 
was not eternal. 

II. That 


— 
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II. That the ritual law, was only ty- 
pical of that ſacrifice, which vas to be 
made for the fins of the world by Jzsvs 
Cur1sT, the IxcARNATE Gop.—And | 


III, That fo ſoon as the ſerpent's 


head had been actually bruiſed by the 


woman's ſeed, the ritual law was done 
away; and the moral law of Moſes 
was ſuperſeded by another, of a more 
pure, ſpiritual, and refined nature. 

I am convinced, that what I have here 
advanced, can receive its confirmation 


from an authority no leſs reſpectable 


than the Bible; from theſe data I ſhall 


deduce ſome inferences, which, if fairly 


applied, 


WE 


applied, muſt lead to the overthrow of 
your ſyſtem in favour of polygamy.—It 
is here, indeed, that the matter between | 
us is brought to the teſt : you contend, 
that the plurality of wives having been 
permitted under the law of Moſes, muſt 
of courſe continue to be ſo under that 
of Chriſt, By the principle on which 
I am reaſoning, the practice of polygamy 
muſt receive its permiſſion de novo, under 
the covenant of the New Teſtament, 
ere it can be warranted. 

It is a circumſtance very favourable 
to the opinion which I have endeavoured 
to eſtabliſh, that though there were ſe- 
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veral examples of polygamy among 
the- favourites of God in the Jewiſh 
economy, which had the ſanction of 
divine authority, there does not appear 
an inſtance of the ſame kind among the 
| glorious company of the apoſtles, or 
among any of the bleſſed characters re- 
corded in the hiſtory of Chriſt;z— 
nor is there any one text in the evange- 
lical or apoſtolic writings, which if fair- 
ly conſtrued, can be ſaid to authorize 
ſuch an indulgence. Let us, however, 
appeal to the touchſtone itſelf. T look 
for no other proof than what you have 
provided. | You have happily ſupplied' : 


me 


— 
* * Pry 


_ 
- 


x 
* 
- . —— h N A 
. - - — —— — & — * —— W. them. — 
2 


2 — — — 
1 RY 2 3 KK 


445 


me with the text, though we are not a- 


greed in the comment. St. Paul's ad- 
dreſſing himſelf to the Corinthians, 


gives the following injunction, 1 Cor, 


vil. 2— 5. 


TJTo avoid fornication, let every man 
* have his own wife, and let every wo- 
„man have her own huſband. : 

Let the huſband render unto the 
& wife due benevolence, and alſo the 
« wife unto the huſband. 

„The wife hath not power of her 
* own body, but the huſband ; and 
“ hkewiſe alſo the huſband hath not 
*© power of his own body, but the 


«© wife, 
G Defraud 
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“ Defraud you not one the other, ex- 
« cept it be with conſent for a time, 
that ye may give yourſelves to faſting 
© and prayer; and come together again, 
&« that Satan tempt you not for your in- 
“ continency.“ 


It was a property of one of the fallen 


Angels, to 


© make the worſe appear 
The better reaſon, to perplex and daſh 
« Matureſt counſels.” 


I cannot, indeed, conceive that you are 
actuated by ſo unworthy a principle ; 
but it will not be exceeding the limits 
of candid criticiſm to ſay, that, in your 
hands, the ſpirit of this paſſage of st. 
Paul evaporates, and is deprived of all 


intrinſic 


[ 63.4 


intrinſic meaning. Your induſtry has 
been exerted to obviate its literal con- 
ſtruction, by means of critical diſquiſi - 
tions, forced alluſions, and far- fetched 
conceits “. In my idea, not hing can be 
clearer 


* . * ” „ — — — — 
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* As the limits of this publication will not 
permit us to be too diffuſive in our quotations, we 
ſhall confine ourſelves to one extract from Mr. 
M.'s comment upon this paſſage of St. Paul. This 
will be ſufficient to ſhew what ſhifts a prejudiced 
author is occaſionally obliged to make uſe of, when 
he is determined at all hazards, to defend his hy- 
potheſis. 

0 As for the concluſion againſt polygamy, 
*« which is drawn from the word wife, as well as 
*« the word hu/band being in the ſingular number, 
e it will not hold; for the ſcriptures plainly ſhew 
us, that wife muſt frequently be underſtood in 
« a diſtributive ſenſe. A remarkable paſſage of 
« this ſort is in 1 Tim. iii. 12. Let the deacons 
bs bg the huſbands of Ons Wir E, pag yurainds ardgec; 
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clearer than there being a mutual con- 
tract on the part of the man and wo- 


man, 


— 


7 


& But can any body ſuppoſe, that there was to be 


e but one wife amongſt them all? So in the tenth 


« commandment, Thou ſhalt not covet thy neigb- 
& bour's WIrE. This (like ox, aſs, houſe, ſer- 
& vant) muſt be taken in a diſtributive ſenſe, and 
% mean any married woman, or women Whatſo- 
& ever. So Excd. xxi. 33. If a man dig a pit, and 
tc nat cover it, and an ex or an afs fall therein, the 
& owner of the pit ſhall make it good, &c. Are not 
& pits, and oxen, and aſs, to be underſtood ? So 
< in the text, the word Wie means any woman, 
& or women, who may be married to the man.” — 
EXCELLENT LocicIAx! 

«© The word Huſband muſt be underflood; in an 
6c excl: frue ſenſe, becauſe the whole Bible ſhews 
te that a woman could have but one huſband, here 
te well expreſſed by the 19% 4%a.” Mr, M. ſee- 
ing that che text, if applied in its literal ſenſe, 
would militate with his doctrine, takes care to let 
his Reader know, that the word Wire muſt be 
Conſidered in a dihiributive, but the HusBand in 
| ; an 
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man, equally obligatory on both, So 


much am ] ſatisfied with the plain, eaſy, 
and familiar inference to be deduced 


from this quotation, that I would hazard 


the truth of my premiſes upon the con- 
ſtruction that ſhould be put on it by any 
man, who has been enabled to read his 
: Bible with an underſtanding heart, with- 
out having been perplexed with the ſub- 


tleties and refinements of human learn- 


ing. It will probably afford ſome fatiſ. 


— , 


an excluſive ſenſe. The Goſpel was not originally 
intended to be immerged in ſuch ſophiſms ; it was 

directed to be preached to the poor, who could not 
be ſuppoſed to enter into the difficulties raiſed by 
Schoolmen,— The Scriptures, I am afraid, have 
ſuffered more from their friends (ſo called) than 
their enemies, 
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faction 


E 

faction to thoſe who have not had the 
opportunity of peruſing your Work, in 
being informed, that the learned Gro- 
tius, and the laborious Dr. Whitby, both 
inferred from the portion of Sacred Writ 
now brought forward, that it afforded 
7 a plain argument againſt Polygamy.” 
It is very much to be lamented, that 
prejudice ſhould have fo uncontroulable 
a power oyer the human mind, We 
feel it more ſenſibly, when it 1s ſeen that 
a man, gifted as you are,“ cannot 
eſcape its influence. 

We have another authority of the ſame 


reſpectable character, St. Paul, in our 


ſupport, who, in his inſtructions rela- 


tive 


Wo 


tive to Biſhops and Deacons, gives the 
following opinion concerning their qua- 
lifications: A Biſhop muſt be blame- 
« leſs, the huſband of one wife,” 1 Tim. 
i. 2. Again, in his directions to Ti- 
tus, whom to ordain Elders, he requires 
him to ſee * if any be blameleſs, the 
* huſoand of one wife,” Tit. i. 6. 

I remember to had read an excellent 
remark, in an able Writer, that when a 
man is determined to believe, the very 
abſurdity of his doctrine is ſufficient to 
eſtabliſh his convictions. This obſer- 
vation was never more clearly exempli- 
fied than in your comments upon theſe 
authorities of St. Paul. Your para- 


phraſe 
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phraſe of them 1s ſo curious, that I ſhall 
not do my Reader juſtice, 1f I omit 
laying the principal part of it before 
him. — After ſpeaking of the office of 
the Biſhops and Deacons, you proceed 
thus: 


« As ſuch an office muft moreover 
& require great attention, thoſe ſhould 
be choſen, who are entangled as lit- 
f « tle as poſſible in the afairs of this life, 
0 1 | % Tim. ii. 4. Therefore, though 
N « for this reaſon ſingle men might in ge- 
e neral anſwer the purpoſe beſt, 1 Cor. 
% yu. 33: yet it may be expedient in 
4 ſome inſtances, to chuſe married men 
into the offices of Biſbops and Deacons. 
; „Where 
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« Where this is the caſe, the election 
'« ſhould not be made of ſuch of the 
&« Chriftians as have more than one wife, 
« as ſuch a ſituation muſt neceſſarily 
involve the perſon in more worldly 
e care, than can be conſiſtent with a 


due attention to that care, which muſt 


* come upon them daily, reſpecting the 


& Church. 'Therefore the having more 
than one wie, ſhould always be conſi- 
e dered as a bar to a man's election 
« either to the office of a 3;/h9p, or a 
e deacon, 1 Tim. iii. 12. for though 
„ thele laſt may not have ſo extenſive a 
« juriſdiction, yet what with preach- 
ing the word — aſſiſting the b:/bops 

H and 
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and elders—viliting the ſick and dit- 
7 tributing the church's alms to the 
poor one wife and family is as much 
as can be at all conſidered conſiſtent 
« with any tolerable diligence in the 
„duties of a deacon's office.” 

If this 1s to be called reaſoning, Icon- 
feſs it is of that ſpecies, which I did 
not expect would originate in a perſon 
of your underſtanding. Whatever pre- 
cepts were delivered by Chriſt or his 
apoſtles, were equally obligatory upon 
the whole race of mankind. If the plu- 
rality of wives was permitted to men in 
general, the reſtraining of the miniſtry 
from that indulgence, will not be very 


> diſtant 


EN 


diſtant from implying a juſtification of 


that principle in the Romiſh church, 
which enjoins clerical celibacy, Since 
that important zra, when the true re- 
ligion was reſcued from the tyranny 
and ſuperſtition of Papal Rome, it has 
rarely been thought that the clergy have 
been ſubject to greater reſtraints, under 
the goſpel of Chriſt, than any other 


order of men. To contend that the mi- 


niſters of the new diſpenſation are, from 


the nature of their function, precluded 


from thoſe indulgences which are per- 


mitted to the world at large, is vox & 


pratered nibil: it is expedient, indeed, for 


the honour of God, and to preſerve the 
holinefs of his purpoſes, that his ambaſ- 


H 2 ſadors 
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1 
ſadors ſhould keep themſelves unſpotted 


from the world; that is to ſay, from its 


impurities: but from hence it does not 


follow, that they are exempted from the 


ordinary comforts of life ſuch mo- 
naſtic principles are in truth only cal- 
culated for that ſpot where ignorance 
and bigotry have erected their ſtandard. 


Every man, as well as the clergy, has 


his relative duties, and his engagements 
in life to diſcharge; to the execution of 
which, polygamy, and its conſequences, 
would operate as an impediment, in as 
great a degree as tp that line of cha- 
racter. | 

: But to conſider the buſineſs of this nether 


world in a more elevated point of view; 


We 


„ 


we ſhall find that every true diſciple of 
Chriſt, has a race ſet before han, the 
purſuit of which requires him to be as 
much diſentangled from the affairs of 
this life, as any avocation upon earth, 
let its engagements be ever ſo ſacred 
or important. Every perſon who is 
really and not nominally a chriſtian, feels 
he has a ſalvation to be wrought out with 
fear and trembling *. Such is the conſe- 
quence of this one thing needful, that ſcrip- 
ture itſelf labours, as it were, at its de- 
ſcription. It has indeed painted it in a 
dignity and uniformity of metaphor, 
that is rarely equalled in any writer, 


antient or modern, ſacred or prophane: 
* Phil, ii, 124 


- 


at 
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it ſets out with informing the genuine 
chriſtian, that in preſſing toward the 
mark for the prize of his high calling *, 
he has a fight to be fought +; that he is 
engaged in a warfare, wherein he wreſtles 


not merely againſt fleſh and blood, but 


againſt principalities, againſl powers, © 
againſt the rulers of the darkneſs of this 


world, againſt ſpiritual wickedneſs in high 
places J. That the world, the fleſh, and the 


devil, are in league againſt him. That 
God kriowing he is of himſelf unable to 
help himſelf, has choſen him a ſoldrer ||, 


under the banner of JESUS CHRIST, 
who has condeſcended to be the captain 


and leader of his ſalvation. That ere he 


* Phil. iii. 4. +2 Tim. iv. 7. I Eph. vi. 12. 
2 Tim. ii. 4. 
can 


e 


6 


can be cauſed to triumph, he muſt be 


ſenſible of his own inſufficiency; and that 
inſtead of relying on his own exertions, 
he muſt be firong in the LorD and in the 
power of His might *: and that he may 
not fall a victim to the powetful con- 
federacy that is oppoſed to him, he is 
not only enjoined, but is invited by the 
endearing calls of affection, to accept the 
loan, as it were, of the WHOLE armour 
of Gop +, without which he muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be overcome, but with which 
he ſhall be more than conqueror through 
bim that loved bim. 

If this is not an oyercharged repre- 
ſentation of the ſtate of every man, 

* Eph. vi. 10. +Eph. 5 it, t Rom. viii. 37. 


born 


? 
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botn under the covenant of grace, it 
will follow of neceſſity, that your ſup- 
poſition of St. Paul's intending to have 


1 {4 | a diſtinction obſerved between the clergy 


and laity, touching the ordinary pur- 
poſes of life, muſt fall to the ground: 


as it is undemably true, that every one 


of God's creatures has a work to go 
11 through, which if he enters upon with 


| 1 L 1 more than profeſſional ardour, will 


ſuffer him to be as little entangled in the 
affairs of this life, as the miniſtration of 
the duties of the church will the bi- 
ſhops and deacons. 

To have been conſiſtent with yourſelf, 
and to have given weight to your argu- 


ment, it behoved you to have brought 


forward 


1 k 57 =. 
forward the whole of the context, and t to 


"I 


have undertaken the proof @ laborious 


1 


talk it muſt be confeſſed) that every biſhop 


or deacon, under the direction of St. Paul, 
muſt not only have been the huſband of one 


| wife while (according to your judgment) 
the reſt of the weld were licenſed | in the 


indulgence of more; but that he muſt be 


5 7 


more blameleſs, leſs addicted to riot or un- 


8 j #4 7 5 Ne 


rulinek than his fellow - chriſtians : 


et, 284 ur 9308 813 > 4 


more. ſelf - governed, — we: | rone to 
an nger,—lefs given to 2 — much 
a friter,—leſs ſwayed by filthy lucre, — 

a greater lover of hoſpitality and of mn 


men,—more ſober, juſt, holy, temperate, , 


and more tenacious, of the faithful word 


as he had been taught !—This, I ſay Sir, 
I ſhould 


187 
ſhould have been proved altogethir, be- 
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fore you could reaſonably and fairly 


© Val 


have eſtabliſhed a principle 0 on 5 detach- 


e 7 » 
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ed pan of it. 


D Taking the whole of this exhortation 
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of the apoſtle, into one comprehenſive 
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point of view, nothing | in my idea can 
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be more fatisfaGtory, t than the plain 
intelligent leſſon that it was intended 
to afford, The miniſters of Chriſt 
being charged with the commiſſion 
of publiſhing the glad tidings of the 
goſpel, and of enforcing the neceſſi- 
ty of obedience to the commands 
of its author, it became expedient 
chat "they ſhould prove themſelves 
worthy 


1659 1 
worthy of duch an embaſſy, by hee 


R ” 


purity of their manners, and the excels 


lency of their lives ; thereby (a "his: 


apoſtle expreſſes it, and through the 
medium of ſound dodtrine,) convincing | 
the gainſayers. Theſe, indeed, ought 
to be the principal traits in the charac- 
ters of thoſe who are called to the mi- 
niſtry: but it is not to be underſtood, 
that they are expected to be more ex- 
emplary in their conduct, than the reſt 
of the chriſtians. Theſe are called upon 
to prove the ſincerity of their profeſſions, 
by the moſt ſteady obſervance of every 
principle laid down in the goſpel.—In 
ſhort, it equally behoves every member of 
I 2 Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's body, to be correſpondent with 


their vocation, whether i 1n, or out of the a 
church—ſuch was evidently the mean- 
ng of the apoſtle Paul, 

Bo far as the doctrine of r * 


| myſt ſtand or fall upon the authority of 


holy writ, I will here be contented to 
reſt the ſuhject. In the firſt inſtance, 


proofs have been adduced, that the Mo- 


ſaic law was ſuperſeded by the death 
of Chriſt: and of courſe, that with that 


abolition, the plurality of wives ceaſed 


to be lawful, unleſs it ſhould have re- 


ceived a freſh permiſſion under the new 


covenant. That no ſuch permiſſion 


was either implied by the practice of it, 
by 


61 ] 


by any of the ſacred perſons in the 


hiſtory of Chriſt, and his apoſtles, or 


expreſsly licenſed by any direct authority 
on their part 1s equally clear; the very 
contrary appears to have been the caſe. 
1 derived great ſatisfaction in perceiv- 
ing upon the face of your work, that my 
ideas on this head were in uniſon with 
NES, of ſuch characters as Hugo GRo- 
Ius, DEAN DELANY, DocTor WurT- 
BY, DICTIONARY. CHAMBERS, and 
JupcE BLACKSTONE, men who, with 
the ſame zeal for truth with yourſelf, 
—the ſame purity of ſentiment, the 


ſame capacity of diſcernment, and the 


fame authorities before them, were clear- 


ly, 


[ 62] 
ly, deciſively, and gr avely” * of opi- 
nion, that * Polygkimy' is condemned 
| + by the law of the New Teſtament.” 


It is by no means a part of my pur- 


Wl poſe to enter upon the buſineſs on any | 
| IP | : d at; , 3 . „ n | 
5 other ground, than that on which ö 

* 4 b 


* Mr. M. in a note, thus expreſſes himſelf: 
Judge Blackſtone very gravely ſays, Comm. vol. I. 
p. 436. Polygamy is condemned by the law of 
* the New Teſtament.“ A miniſter of Chriſt 
affecting to laugh at a man, who by poſterity 
„ will be eſteemed the ornament of the age and 
17 Y nation which he lived in, for maintaining an 

K opinion, whoſe propriety ſince the chriſtian zra, 
has ever been confirmed by all civilized perſons, 
is ſuch a violation of common decency, as cannot 
fail to raiſe the anger of every one, whoſe judgment 
has not been preverted by prejudice. The indig- 


} nation attendinz ſuch a conduct can only be 
| x heightened by reflecting on the function of the 
| character by whom it is exhibited, - | 


| | I have 
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I haye already ventured. Scripture is 
the only criterion by which queſtions of 
this kind can be aſcertained: through 
the influence of that authority, my own 
conyictions are ſatisfied. 
To thoſe however who reaſon npon 
| the principles of nature, and of general 
propriety, there preſents itſelf a very ex - 
tenſive field for curious ſpeculation ; 
men of leiſure, who are deeply read, have 
an ample opportunity of exerting their. 
talents : and thereby, under God, may 
be the means of refuting a doctrine ſo 
dangerous to ſociety, in whoſe ſupport 
no ſmall portion of human ingenuity 


has been made uſe of. 


By 


[64 1 
By ſuch, for inſtance, it right 5 en! 


quired, (I am aware with what homi- 


lity) that if the plurality of wives was 


permitted from the beginning, how 


.. f un came it, that the Deity confined the firſt 
man Adam to one only? particularly at 
a period when, in the courſe of things 
it may naturally be ſuppoſed, the world 
required greater channels of propaga- q 
U tion, It might be matter worthy of 
inveſtigation to have it aſcertained; that 


1 in the union of man and woman, Chriſt 


ET 2 


having directed the van to become ch 

Feſh, and declared that thoſe whim God © 

f had joined together, no man Sold Put | 

| 1 ö 5 aſunder, by what affociation of ideas a 
| man 


wk — — 9 — — 
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man can be juſtified in forming a ſub- 


ſequent connection with another wo- 
man.— It might be contended, that as 
there is but one portion of affection in 
the human breaſt, a diviſion of it among 
a variety of objects is tantamount to the 
parties being put aſunder: it might be 
urged with ſome weight of argument, 
that the more highly fraught this af- 
fection is, it is the leſs capable of being 
diverted.from the firſt ſubject. And the 
advocate for a plurality of wives might 
fairly be called upon, to prove, that from 
the proportion of numbers between the 
males and females, a natural inference 


K was 


— 1.9691 
was to be deduced, favourable to his 
opinion *. | 
But after all, Sir, laying aſide the 
bullneds, as matter of theological con- 
troverſy, let me be permitted to enquire 
of you, what could induce you to exer- 
ciſe your great abilities on ſuch a ſub- 
Jet ?—Admitting that you ſtamp con- 
viction on the minds of your religious 
readers, to what end does it lead 2— 
Granting 


r —_—_ 


» — 


* A gentleman in holy orders has aſſured me, 
and from his general knowledge I can rely on his 
information, that if the Bills of Mortality are ac- 
curately compared for the laſt fifty years, it will be 
found, that, one year with another, the ratio runs 
about fourteen males to thirteen females ; a faQ, 
which, if admitted, proves, that, in the nature of 
things, Polygamy cannot be warranted, 


E 
Granting every thing that you have 
advanced, what has been proved but 
this — that the plurality of wives is 
not a duty enjoined, but an indulgence 
permitted: before you entered upon the 
ſubject, you muſt have been conſcious 
that the genius, the manners, the tem- 
per, and the laws of your country, were 
in direct oppoſition to your ſyſtem. 
You could not flatter yourſelf that any 
arguments you could make uſe of, were 
ſufficient to lay aſide a principle in ſo- 
ciety, founded in reaſon, and confirmed 
by beneficial experience. The weak and 
the wicked will be happy to juſtify 
themſelves by any plauſible authority, 


K 2 when 
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when they violate one of the chief 
bonds of ſocial com fort: hence the 
effects of your labours militates with 
thoſe of St. Paul, who enjoins every 
foul to be ſubject to the higher powers. 

I ſhould here take my leave of you, 
and of the ſubject, if J had not on my 
hands a debt of gratitude, which I am 
defirous to diſcharge, It is to thoſe 
ſingle gentlemen, who ſhall have done 
me the honour to peruſe this trifling 
performance. I cannot be more ſincere 
in my return for ſuch an obligation, 
than by appriſing them of, and con- 
ſequently warning them againſt, thoſe 
dangers and inconveniencies to which 


they 


1 : 
— 


189 J 
they ſubject themſelves, when they en- 


ter into that ſtate, which the chief of 
our Poets has beautifully painted as the 


Sole propriety 
& In Paradiſe of all things common elſe.” 


The tranſcribing a long note, will fur- 
niſh me with an opportunity, which 
cannot fail to derive additional weight, 


from its having made its appearance un- 


der the venerable ſanction of your re- 


ſpectable authority. 


ce Tt is to be feared that there are not a few fe- 

& males, who (like other monopoliſts) take the ad- 

“ vantage of the poor huſband's ſituation, to uſe 

him as they pleaſe; and this for pretty much the 

<« ſame'Teaſon, why the aſs in the fable inſulted and 

<« kicked the poor old lion becauſe it is not in their 
«© power to reſent it as they ought. 

«© The advice which king Abaſuerus received 

&« from his wiſe men, the ſeven princes of Media 

« and 
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© and Perſia, upon queen Vaſpti's diſobedience, 
<« would have an excellent effect could it be fol- 
© lowed. Many an high ſpirited female would 
© have too cogent a reaſon againſt the indulgence 
© of a refractory diſpoſition not to ſuppreſs it. 
« Her pride, which is now the huſband's torment, 
c would then become his ſecurity, at leaſt in a great 
tc meaſure ; for pride is a vice, which, as it tends 
<« to ſelf-exaltation, maintains uniformly its own 
ce principle—not to bear the thoughts of a rival. 
cc See Eſther i. 10, &c. As things are with us, the 
c poor man muſt grind in mola aſmaria during life, 

ce Tt is certain, that nothing can be a releaſe from 
te the bond of marriage itſelf but death, or an act 
« of adultery in the wife; but that a man is at all 
<« events bound to maintain the external bond, by 
cc cohabitihg with a woman, who, inſtead of being 
« an help-meet for him (as we fay) becomes, by the 
c violence and perverſeneſs of her temper and diſ- 
cc poſition, a conſtant and increaſing torment ; and 
<« this after the moſt friendly, tender, and kind ad- 
« monitions, is not conſonant either to Scripture 
tc or reaſon. 

Some will tell us, that ſuch a thing muſt be 
looked upon as happening by the will of Pxovi- 
c DENCE, as a chaſtiſement or viſitation from 
cc heaven, and therefore muſt be ſubmitted to, and 
« endured, 
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« So is ſickneſs from the hand of God; ſo are 
« afflictions of all kinds, and certainly to be ſub- 
ic mitted to with patience and refignation ; yet to 
« uſe means of recovery from ſickneſs, and of deli- 
ic very from trouble and affliction, are apparent du- 
<« ties, and why not in the other caſe ?” 


How far this train of ſentiment can 
be reconciled with a liberal mind, I 
leave thoſe who poſſeſs it to determine, 
For my own part I am free to confeſs, 
that the ideas appear to me ſo uncandid, 
that I am ſurprized they could find for 
their author, a man of your edubation, 
character, and connections. It has ever 
been ſuppoſed that the huſband is the 
head; ſcripture and reaſon both con- 
cur in allowing him the ſuperiority. 
Your experience in the world cannot. 


have 
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have left you uninformed, that tyranny 


is not unfrequently the concomitant of 


power. I am ſorry to ſay it of my own 


ſex, but I am fearful that women have 


more urgent reaſon to complain of the 


men, than men have of the women. 


At leaſt, I believe, the ballance is pretty 
even between them. 

I now draw to a concluſion: I have 
thrown together my ideas on the ſubje& 
of polygamy : they, are in truth, very 
crude, and indigeſted. The vain pre- 
ſumption of removing your prejudices, 
or of giving inſtruction to the learned, 
was by no means the inducement of my 
taking up the pen. The object of my 


en 
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endeavours has been ſimply to throw 


ſome information in the way of the plain 


and unlettered; and to oppoſe, as far as 
lies in the power of an obſcure citizen, 
the dangerous conſequences that may a- 
riſe from your publication. Though, 
indeed, I deſpair of there being public 
virtue ſufficient either in our ſeminaries 
of piety, learning, and devotion, or on 
the bench of ——— do take a proper 
notice of the work, entitled Thelyp- 
thora; I will hope, that there are 
ſome individuals, whoſe inclination and 
ability will fo far co-operate, as to ſtep 
forward to expoſe the fallacy of your 
reaſoning, and to render inert the effects 
which might otherwiſe be derived from 

'L it; 


E 


it; ſo that, according to the elegant me- 


taphor of a deceaſed nobleman, the poi- 


ſon “ and the antidote may go together. 


The injuries which your labours will 
probably do to the world, ought by you 
to have been foreſeen. You owe much to 
the public. You have a great tonement 
to make. Martin Luther, the great Pro- 
teſtant Reformer, ſet you an illuſtrious 
example—it had been well if you had 
followed it. His dying prayer was, that 


every 
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* The mention of the word poiſon, reminds me 
1 of an anecdote not unworthy of being known. A 
| 1 = very faithful fervant of God, a diligent labourer in 
. the vineyard of Chriſt, being aſked if he had read 
Mr. M. 's publication, replied in the negative: 
being urged to give his reaſon, he made this ſhrewd, 
| intelligent, and ſignificant reply, „Becauſe I am 

; „ * ä 6 unwilling to try how much arſenic my conſtitu- 
4. ll | tion will bear,” 


12 


every ſyllable he had written might be 
deſtroyed, leſt (ſuch was the purity of 

his zeal) ſhould be feud his ſentiments 
had militated with, and thereby done 
diſhonour to the Word of God. | If ſuch . 
was his fear, even in ſo GLORIvs * . 


CAUSE as that wherein he was engaged, 2 


how much more would it have become 


you to have been actuated dy ſuch ſenti- > $ ; 


: 
4 
* 
1 


ments in an undertaking, whieh, if a- 
dopted by the world, muſt lead to the 


introduction of licentiouſneſs, and muſt 


terminate in the overthrow of every 


K. 
- 


principle of ſocial comfort, The very 
infideP + ſoleciſm in the hiſtory of re. 


ligion) Suit Kirofel of the detached 


parts of the , with which PO have 


* 


ſupplied him, to juſtify himſelf i in mea- 


ſures, which in his conſcience he knows, 

to be dontrary to the moral fitneſs of. — 

+ things. he 4 "Wh; — 
Fee e = my leave of. you, with aps 


ö to myfelf part of your own 
- words. — Here, Reader, 1 have lifted | 
% up the hive, and out has flown. the 
* fearm ; not a fwarm of uſeful, induf- 
& trious bees, but a ſwarm like that 1 in 
0 Epp, which Was grievous, and cor. 


* 


* . pd the land.. 


as am, with due vo 322 
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| Revetend Sir, 7 Sect 
| our y yer humble Ser, 
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